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PER CURIAM.

David Andy Bridwell pled guilty to the use of firearms during and in relation to
a drug offense in violation of 18 U.S.C.§ 924(c) and to conspiracy to distribute
methamphetamine in violation of 21 U.S.C. 88 841(a)(1) and 846. Bridwell later
petitioned under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 to have his 924(c) conviction vacated and set aside
based on Bailey v. United States, 516 U.S. 137 (1995). Thedistrict court denied relief
because of the current circuit law. See Boudey v. Brooks, 97 F.3d 284 (8th Cir.
1996). Bridwell appealed, and the Supreme Court subsequently reversed Bousley.
See Boudey v. United States, 523 U.S. 614, 118 S. Ct. 1604 (1998). Bridwell’scase
subsequently returned to the district court which vacated Bridwell’ sfirearm conviction




sua sponte. The government moved for reconsideration, and the district court denied
it without a hearing.

Under Boudley the government was entitled to have the opportunity to present
further evidence. See 118 S. Ct. at 1612 (“on remand, the Government should be
permitted to present any admissible evidence of petitioner's guilt evenif that evidence
was not presented during petitioner's plea colloquy and would not normally have been
offered before our decisionin Bailey”). Accordingly, thejudgment of thedistrict court
isreversed and the case is remanded for further proceedings not inconsistent with this
opinion.
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